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STATUS OK AMRNDMKNTS 

llicrc arc no Aftcr-Pinal Amenilmenls which have not been entered. 

SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present invention provides a XTicthod for suiting a presentation of information to the 
personality tyiic ofa user (100) ofthc information, See specification, page 4, lines 2-3. 
Occuri-cnccs of events are logged for events that are implicitly relevant to deducing a value ofa 
variable of a personality type indicator associated with the user (100). Sec spocincation, page 8. 
lines 7-8. The value of the vai-iable of the personality type indicator is deduced from the logged 
occiirrt-nccs of events. Sec siJecilication. page 8, line 19 - page 9, line 2. A presentation of 
infoi mation is cu.stomizcd to ihc user (100) according to the value of the variable of the 
personality type indicator. Sec specification, page 9, lines 2-5; FIG, 2, step 220. The 
presentation of infonnation may be delivered from a server (1 1 0) to the user (100) by hitcrnet 
(115). Sec specification, page 4, lines 8-10. The personality type indicator maybe a Myer 
Bri[?gs Type hidieator. Sec specification, page 6, Hncs 3-9. 

Tlie present invention provides a rnctiiod and system for monitoring a session over the 
hitcrncl (1 1 5) between a H,ser (100) and a server (110) comprised by the system, said method 
custonn-zing information presenlcd to the user (1 00). Sec specification, page 4, lines 1-10; page 
S, lines 17-19, Events arc observed over the Internet (1 1 5) that the user (1 00) participates in 
during the session, said events being related to a plurality of personality type variables pertaining 
to the user. A specific value of a personality type variable of Iho plurality of personality tyi^c 
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vnriables is recorded for each event of said events in a log that is associated with the specific 
value of the personality type variable, resulting in a set of logs comprising a separate log for each 
specific value of the personality type variable. Sec specification, page 8, lines 7-16; page 9, lines 
6-16. 

A personality type indicator associated with Uie user (100) may be dedoccd, said 
personality type indicator comprising a best value of each personality tyi^c variable of the 
plurality of personality type variables, said deducing comprising determining from each log of 
the set of los--! the best value of each personality tyi^e variable. Detennining the best value of 
each personality type variable may comprise executing a majority vote algorithm for each log 
whose associated pctsonalily type variable is a binary variable. See specification, page 10, hnes 

4-16; FIG. 2, step 270. 

A. nser record (130) associated with the user (100) may be generated, said generating 
comprising inserting the determined personality type indicator into the asor record (130). The 
user record may be stored in the server (1 1 0) or oxitsidc of the server (1 10). Sec specification, 
page 4, lines 15-18. 

The user record (1 30) as.'sociated with the user (1 00) may be retrieved. A content or style 
of information adapted to be presented to the user (100) may be customized. Said customizing 
comprising may utilize the personality type indicator that is in the user record (130). Sec 
spccifieolion, page 8, line 19 - page 9, lino 5; FIG. 2, step 220. 

Said observing, recording, deducing, generating, storing, and customizing may be 
performed during the session by programmable instructions executing on the server (1 1 0). Sec 
specificulion, page 4. lines 11-14. 
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The personality type indicator may be a Myor Uriggs TyiJC Itidicator. Sec specification, 
page 6, lines 3-9. 

A lter snid recording, it is dctcmiiiicd whether the session is sill aclivc. If said 
dclcnviininB determines that the session is still active then there is a monitoring for the 
occurrence of events that arc implicitly rclcvivnt to deducing values of the personality tyi^e 
variables pertaining to the .jser. If said determining determines that the session is not still active 
then tlie logs are retrieved and vrtlucs for the personality type variables arc recomputed by toslitig 
the rclricved logs. Sec specification, page 69, line 19 - page 10, line 16; FIG. 2, steps 240-270. 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE RRVIEWKD ON APPEAL 

1, Whether claims 1-2 and 1 1-33 arc unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being 
nnticipatcd by US Patent 5.987,415 Brccse et al; Modeling a User's emotion and Personality in a 
COi»puter user interface. 

2. Whether claims 34-36 arc unpalcntablc under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over US Patent 5.987,41 5 Breese et al- Modeling a Usci-'s emotion and Personality 
in a computer user interface as applied to claims 1 . 1 1-33 above, and further in view of US Patent 
5,848,396 Gcraoc Method and Apparatus for Detemiining Behavioral Profile of A Computer 
User. 
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ARGUMENT 

Claims U2 and 1 1-33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as illegally being 
anticipated by US Patent 5,987,41 5 Breese ct al; Modeling a User's emotion and Personality in a 
computer viser intcrfuoo, 

Claims 1 -2 and 3_0 

Appellants respectfully contend that Brecse docs not anticipate claim I, because Brecsc 
docs not teach each and cveiy feature of claim 1 . 

As a first example of why Brecse docs not anticipate claim 1, Brecse docs not teach the 
feature: "logging occurrences of events that arc implicitly relevant to deducing a value of a 
variable of a personality type indicator associated with the user". 

The Examiner argues that Brecse. col. 11, line 5-9 teach the preceding icaturc of elaiml. 

hi rcspon.sc, Appellants note that Brecse, col. 11 , lino 4-9 recites: "Thus, the Bayncsian 
belief network fragment of FIG. 3 indicates (1) the relationship of eitiotion and personality on 
expressive style, (2) the probability that a modeled concept will be interpreted as a particular 
stylo, and (3) whether the interpretation matches the intent for each component and whether they 
match on all components". Appellants contend that the preceding quote from Brecse, col. 1 1, 
lino 4-9 docs not teach "logging" of events. The Examiner has not provided any citation in 
Ureesc evidencing that Brcesc teaches the "logging" recited in claim 1 . 

Brecse teaches analyzing the user's responses (e.g., in words or phrase - sec Brecse, col. 

09/932,163 
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9, line 65 - col. 1 1 , line 9) or in other ways (e.g., observing the user's facial expressions - sec 
Brccsc, col. 14, lines 34-40) lo make Ihc inferences cited by the Examiner in Brccsc, eol, 1 1 , Hue 
4-9. If said responses by ihc user arc interpreted as the "event.<;" in claim 1, then Applicants 
ftsscit that Bi-ecsc docs not disclose the said responses by the u.scr are logged. 

Rrccsc teaches analyzing the responses by the nscr these responses occur. For example, 
Brecsc, col. 12, lines 48 - col. 13, line 8, the policy module 620 received inputs from the user 
interface representing the user's behavior (e.g., loud and ang^T voice, or calm and quiet voice), 
mid the modulo 620 invokes a Bayesian module 640 to infer a user behavior for an ugcnt to 
pcrfomi. Brecsc docs not disclose that said user's behavior is logged. 

Whiil is actually logged in Brccsc is the probability of occurrence of different states of 
expression (e.g., happy, surprise, fear aiigcr, sad, disgust) of the user, as disclosed in Brecsc. col, 
1 5, Hncs 20-46 and FIG. 12. However, does not disclose logging the "events" (i.e., the user's 
behavior) from which said probabilities are computed. For example, the log of Brecsc, FKl. 12 
docs not show the "events" from which said probabilities arc computed. 

A.s> a second example of why Brecse docs not anticipate claim 1, Brcese does not teach 
the feature: "deducing the value of the variable of the personality type indicator from the logged 

occuiTcnccs of events". 

The Kxamincr argues that Brcese, col. 12, line 27-29 leach the preceding feature of 

claiml. 

In response. Appellants nolo that Brcese, col. 12, line 27-29 recites: "Wo implement this 
09/932,163 
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opproach in U.o network by setting each "Match" node to true." Therefore, the Examiner is 
argiring that the "Malch" node icprcsenls the claimed personality type indicator and that selling 
Oic value of "true" for Ihc "Match" node represents the claimed "deducing the value of the 
variable of the personality tyi^o indicator". However, a necessary condition for the Examiner's 
analysis to be persuasive, Breese's "setting each "Malch" node to tme" would have to be inferred 
"Ironl the logged occLirrcnccs of events" as required by claim 1. 

Appellants contend that U.c preceding argument by the Examiner is not pci-suasivc, 
however, as evidenced by Breese. col. 10, lines 61-67 which recites: "The [match] node. 372-378 
represent whether apartioular expressive interpretation of ihc paraphrase matches the intended 
expiessive style by the {individual for each component. The node 372, "Match Active" has value 
true if and only if the values of the "Concept Active" node 352 and tl.e "Active Expression" node 
330 arc the same " Therefore, in order for Uic value "true" of the match nodes 372-378 to be 
inferred from Ihe "events" (whether logged or not), a lest must be made to determine thai values 
of nodes 352. 354, 356, 358 arc the same as Uie values of nodes 330. 335, 340. 345. rcspeelivcly 
(sec Brccsc, FIG, 3). 

However, the preceding test is not iTCrfoimed in Brccse. Instead, the values of the match 
nodes 372-378 are set to "Inie" by assuniption rather lhan being inferred "from the logged 
occurrences ofevcnts" as required by claim 1. Sec Breese, col. 12, lines 10-17. which recites: 
"For choice of p;jraplmisc we make an additional assumption in using die Bayes net stnicturc 
described above: the individual being modeled choose wording so as to match the intended 
intci-prctalion with iheir cun-cnt desired expressive style. Thus wc are imputing some choice 
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behavior to the individual. This behavior is incorporated into infocice by setting the "match" 
nodes to true before upaaiint; probabilities." (cmphasi.s £>dded), 

Ac^OTdingly. the Examiner's argumcnl is not persuasive with respect to the preceding 
feature of claim 1. 

As a third example of why Brccse does not anticipate claim 1 , Brcesc does not teach the 
feature: "customizing a presentation ofinfonmation to the user according to the value of the 
variable of the personality tyiio indicator". 

The Examiner argues that Brccse. col. 13. line 31-33 teach the preceding feature of 

claiml. 

In respon.se, Appellants note that Brecsc, col. 13. line 31-35 recites: -Pic policy module 
620 can be designed to develop an cmpalhctic agent, whose mood and pei-sonality matches that 
of the user, or a contrary agent, whose emotions and personality tend to be the exact opposite of 
the user, as two possible examples." 

Moreover, the iixaminer has already argued that in Brccse, the value of the personality 
type indicator In claim 1 is the value "true" for the Match nodes. However, the preceding quote 
from Breesc. col. 13, line 31-35 is unrelated to the value of "tn;e" for the Match nodes and docs 
,iot involve the match nodes. Therefore, Appellants contend that the Exantincr's argvnuent 
cjinnot be reasonably understood and is therefore not persuasive. 

Ba-scd on (he preceding arguments, Appellants respectfully maintain that Breese docs not 
anticipate claim 1 . and that claim 1 is in condition for allowance. Since claims 2 and 30 depend 
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from claim 1, Appellants contend that claims 2 and 30 arc likewise in condition for allowance. 

Appellants respectfully contend that Broesc does not anticipate claims 11.18, and 23, 
bccouBc firccsc docs not teach each and every feature of claims 11, 18. and 23. 

As an cxa.nplc of why Brccse docs not anticipate claims 11,18, and 23, Breesc docs not 
teach (he feature: "recording a specific value of a personality type variable of ihc plurality of 
personality lyi^c variables for each event of said events in a log that is associated with the 
specific value of the personality type variable" (emphasis added). 

The Examiner argues that 13rccsc, col. 11, line 5-9 teach the preceding feature of claiml. 
in response. Appellants note that Breese. col. 1 1, line 4^9 recite.: "Thus, the Baycsian 
belief network fragment of FIG. 3 indicates (1) the relationship of einotion and personality on 
expressive style. (2) the probability that a modeled concept will be interpreted as a particular 
style, and (3) whether the inteq^rctation matches the intent for each component and wlicthcr they 
match on all compo.Knts". Appellants contend that the preceding quote from Brccse. col. 1 1 , 
line 4-9 dues not teach the "recording a specific valne of a personality type variable ... for each 
event ...in a log" feature of claims 11.18, and 23. Tlic Examiner has not provided any citation 
in Brccse evidencing that Breese teaches the "recording a specific value of a personality type 
variable ... for each event ...in a log" recited in claims 11, 18, and 23, 

Brccse teaches analyzing the user's responses (e.g.. in words or phrase - sec Breese, col. 
9, line 65 - col, 1 1. line 9) or in other ways (e.g„ observing the user's facial expressions - sec 
Brccse, col, 14. lines 34-40) to make the inferences cited by the Examiner in Brccse, col. 11. line 

09/932,163 
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4-9. If said rcfsponscs by Ihc user arc interpreted as Ihc "events" in claims 11,18. and 23, then 
Api>lic!mt>> assert that Brccse docs not di.sclosc the speeific vakic of a personality type variable 
...lor each event ... for said responses by the user are recorded in a log. 

Brccse teaches analyzing the responses by the user as these responses occur. For example. 
Broosc, col, 1 2, lines 48 - eol. 13. line 8, the policy module 620 received inputs from the user 
ir^terlace representing the user's behavior (e.^;., loud and angry voice, or eahn and quiet voice), 
und the module 620 invokes a Bayesian module 640 to infer a user behavior for an agent to 
perform. Brecse docs not disclose that said u.«;r's behavior, or the specific value of a personality 
type variable ... for each event ...for said rcspon.scs by the user, arc recorded in a log. 

Wliat is actually recorded in Brccse is the probability of occurrence of dilTcrcnt states of 
expression (e.g.. happy, suq^rise. fear anger, sad. disgust) of the user, disclosed in Brcesc, eol. 
15, lines 20-46 and I-'IG. 12. However, docs not disclose recording in a log the specific value of 
a personahly type variable ... for e«ch event ...for said responses by the user. For example, the 
log of LJreesc, FIG. 12 docs not show the specific values of a personality type variables for each 
event (i.e., user response) from which said probabilities are computed. FIG. 12 merely records 
Ihc result of having computed the probabilities based on the specific values of personality type 

variables for each event. 

In addition, the Examiner has not even alleged that Brccse teaches the feature: "resulting 
in a set of logs comprising a separate log for each specific value of the personality type variable" 
(emphasis added). Appellants maintain that Broesc does not teach the feature: "rcsulling in a set 
oClogs comprising a separate log for each specific value of the personality tyi^e variable". 

Based on the preceding arguments. Appellants rcspecli\)lly maintain that Brccse docs not 

09/932,163 
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anticipate cUii.m 11,18, and 23, ond lhat claims 11,18, and 23 arc in condition for allowance. 
Since claims 12-17 and 31 depend from claim 11, Appellants contend that claims 12-17 and 31 
arc likc^wise in c<.ndition for allowance. Since claims 19-22. 25-29 and 32 depend from claim 
1 8. Appellants contend that claims 19-22, 25-29 and 32 arc likewise in condition for allowance. 
Since claims 24 and 33 depend from claim 23, Appellants contend that claims 24 and 33 arc 
lilccwi.sc in condition for allowance. 

In addition with respect to claims 12. 19, and 24, Brcese does not teach the feature", 
^'deducing IX personality type indicator associated with die user, said personality tyi>e indicator 
comprising' a best value of each personality type variable of the plurality of personality type 
variable., said deducing comprising delermining from each log of the set of logs the best value of 
each per-sonality type variable". 

The Rxamincr argues that Urease, coL 13, line 27-29 teaches the prccedine feature of 

claims 12, 19, and 24. 

\n response, Appellants note that Brcese. col. 13, line 27-3 1 recites: "The policy module 
620 is the .napping from the updated probabilities of the emotional states and personality of the 
user (furnished by the Haycsian user model 610) to the desired emotional state and personality of 
the agent." 

Appellants contend that the preceding quote from Brcese. col. 13, line 27-29 most 
certninly does not teach the preceding feature of claims 12, 19, and 24. 

In addition with respect to claims 13, 20, and 25, Hreesc does not teach the feature: 
09/932.163 
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"wheroin dctemuning the best value of each personality type vaiinblc comprises executing a 
majority vote algorithm for each log whose associated personality type variable is a binary 

varinblc**, 

The Examiner argues tlial Breese, col 12, line 29-33 and col. 10, lines 35-39 and 53-56 
tcacli the preceding feature of claims 13, 20, and 25. 

m response, Appellants respcctftilly contend that the Examiner's preceding citations from 
Brcesemost certainly do not teach thepreeedingfcature of elaims 13,20, and 25. For example, 
the Examiner's preceding citations fi-om Breesc do not even mention "executing a majority vote 
algorithm". 

hi addition with respect to claims 14. 21, and 26, Breese docs not teach the feature: 
"generating a user record associated with the user, generating comprising inserting the 
determined personality type indicator into the user record; and storing the user record in the 

server", 

The Examiner argues that Breese, col. 7, line 13-16 teaches the prece<Hng feature of 
claims 14,21, and 26. 

[n rcs,M)nse. Appellants note thnt Breese, col. 7, line 13-16 recites: "The drives and tlieir 
associated computer-readable media provide nonvolatile storage of computer readable 
instmclions, data structures, program modules and other data for the personal computer 120." 

Appellants contend that the preceding quote from Breese. col. 13, line 27-29 most 
certainly does not teach the preceding feature of claims 14, 21. and 26. For example, the 
precc<ling quote from Breese. col. 13, line 27-29 does even mention "generating a user record 
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associated with the xiscr". 

In addition with respect to claims 15, 22, and 27, Brecsc docs not teach the feature: 
-rctricviiU'. lU-J "scr record associated with the user; and customizing a content or style of 
inforumlion adapted to bo presented to the user; said customizing comprismg utilizins the 
porsomilily type indicator that is in the user record". 

The Examiner arfiucs that lircosc, col. 13. line 25-35 loaches the preceding feature of 

claims 15,22, and 27. 

m response. Appellants note thai Brcese, col. 13, line 25-35 recites: "Tl,e linkage belwcen 
the user and ugcnt network models 610, 640 is embedded in the poliey module 620. The policy 
.nodule 620 is the mapping from the updated probabilities of the emotional slates and personality 
of the user (furnished by the Baycsian user model 610) to the desired emotional state and 
personality of the agent. The policy module 620 can be dcsigi.cd to develop an empaaictic agent, 
whose mood and personality maichcs that of the user, or a conlraiy agent, whose emotions and 
personality tend to be the exact opposite of the user, as two possible examples." 

Appellants contend that the preceding quote from Brcese, col. 13. line 25-35 most 
certainly does not teach the preeeding feature of claims 15, 22. and 27. For example, the 
preceding quote from 13ree.se, col. 13, line 25-35 does even mention "customizing a content or 
.style ot'infomiation adapted to be presented to the user". 
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Claims 34-36 stand rejected imder 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
it US Patent 5,987,41 5 Brecso al. Modeling a User's eniotion and Personality in a computer 
ser inlcrftKe as applied to claims 1 , 1 1-33 above, and farther in view of US Patent 5.848,3% 
Gcrace Method and Apparatus for Determining Bcltavioral ProHlc of A Computer User. 

Since claims 34. 35, and 36 respectively depend from claims 11,18, and 23 , which 
Appellants have argued supra to not be unpatentable over Brccse under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), 
Appellants maintain Uint claims 34. 35, and 36 are likewise not unpatentable over Breese in vie^v 
orGci-accunder35 U.S.C. §103(a). 

■ I,, addition, Drecsc in view of Gcrace docs not teach or suggest the feature: "determining 
whether the session is sill active; ... if said determining determines tliat the session is not still 
active then retrieving the logs and recomputing values for the personality type variables by 

testing the retrieved log.s". 

The Examiner argues that Gcrace teaches the preceding feature of claims 34-36. 
Ill response, Appellants maintain that Gcrace docs not teach or suggest *' if .said 
dcternnning determines that the ses-Ston is not still active then retrieving tlic logs and 
recomputing values for the personality type variables by testing the retrieved logs". Rather, 

Gcrace, col. 4, lines 12-22 recites: 

m addition, prof-ram 31 records the user's selections and his viewing activity v/ith 
respect to the agate information, In particular, for each piece of displayed agate 
information, program 31 records the date and time of user viewing and the format 
which the user has selected for viewing. After multiple session.^, a piittcm of the 
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usci-3 viewing actions or viewing habits i.s obtained, from the recorded activity. In 
turn, ccrtiun inferences aboul the yscr arc made based on the user's viewing habits 
uiKl the spcci fic pieces of agate information he view.?, incUiding content and 
piescntalion of that infumiation. To that end, for each user the present invention 
inogicim 31 creates a user profile from the agate information viewing habits of the 
user. 

Based on the prceeding quote from Gcracc, Appellants assert that Gcraee teaches that "certain 
inferences about the user are made based on the user's viewing habits'\ However, Gerace does 
not tcc,ch or suggest that the inferences are personality tyi^c variables. Moreover, the ISxamincr 
has not provided a citation to text in Gerace demonstrating that Gerace discloses "recomputing 
values for ihc personality type variables" as required by claims 34-36. 

In addition. Appellants maintain that the Examiner has not supplied a legally persuasive 
argmncnt a.s to why a per.^on ofordiniuy skill in the art would modify Hreesc by the alleged 
teaching of Gerace in relation to claims 34-36. The Examiner argues-. "It would have been 
obvioa^ to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to combine the. teachings of Gerace with 
Bi ccse so that they program has a complete log of information req^iired and/or needed to 
appropriately identify the users personality tyiic." 

(n response. Appellants contend that the Examiner's reason for modifying Brcese by the 
alleged teaching of Gerace (i.e., "to appropriately identify the users personality type") is not 
persuasive and not applicable to Brcese, because Brcese's entire inveiition is already directed "to 
appropriately identify the users personality type". In effect, the Examiner is suggesting the 
desirability of appropriately identifying the user's personality type which is what Brcese aheady 
does without any help from Gerace. 
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ry. Appellant rcspcclfuny requests reversal of the October 28. 2 



AcUoa rejection of claims 1, 2 and 1 1-36. 



Scliinciscr, Olsen & Watts 
22 Ccrttui7 Hill Drive, Suite 302 
T-alham, Now York 12110 
(SI 8) 220-1850 
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-^Pi inl No • 09/932 1 61 Group Ait Unit; 3629 
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CUSTOMIZING THE PRESENTATION OF INFORMATION TO SUIT A USER'S 
PE RS O N ALITY TYPE 



Commissioner for Piitcnls 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alcxandjirt, VA 22313-1450 

APPENDIX A - CLAIMS ON APPEAL 

1 . A mctliod for suiting a presentation of infonnation to the personality type of a user of the 
informiiiion, comprising the steps of; 

logginy occurrences of events that are implicitly relevant to deducing ft value of a vmiable 
of a personality type indicator associated with the user; 

deducing the value of the variable of the personality tyi^e indicator from the logged 

occurrences of cvenls; and 

customi/hig a prcscnlation of information to the user according to the value of the 

variable of the personality tyi^w indicator. 

2. The method of claim 1 , wherein the presentation of information is delivered ftom a server to 
Ihc user by Internet. 

n . A mc-lhod for monitoring a session over the Internet between a user and a server: 

obseiving events over the Memct that the user participates in during the session, said 

09/932,163 1^ 
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events being related to h pliirality of pcrsomility tyiJC variables pertaininfi to the user; and 

rccordiug a specific value of a personality type variable of the plurality of personality type 
vmMcs for each event of said events in a log that is tissoeiatcd with the specific value of the 
personality type variable, resulting in a set o f logs comprising a separate log for each speci fie 
value of the pci-sonality type variable. 

12. The melliod of claim 1 1 . said method ftulhcr comprising deducing a personality type 
indienlor nssociatcd with the user, said personality type indicator comprising a best vah.e of each 
pcrsonMlily typo variable of the plurality of personality tyi^c variables, said deducing comprising 
determining from each log of the set of logs the best value of each personality type variable. 

13. The method of claim 12, wherein dctennining the b«st value of each per.'jonalily type 
variable comprises executing a majority vole algorithm for each log whose associated pcrscmality 
iy\-ic variable is a binary variable. 

14. The method of claim 12, said method further comprising: 

generating a user record associated with the user, generating comprising inserting the 
determined personality type indicator into the user record; and 
storing the user record in the server. 

15. The method of clainn 14, said method fijrthcr coiTiprising: 

retrieving tlie user record associated with the user; and 

09/932,163 1^ 
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customizing a content or style of infon«ation adapted to be presented to ibe user; said 
customi/.ing comprising utiliz-ing the personality type indicator that is in thc user record. 

16. The method ofclaim 1 5. said observint;, recording, deducing, eenerating, storing, and 
customizing being pcrfonncd by programmnblc instructions executing on the server. 

17. Thc method of claim 16, said observing, recording, deducing, generating, storing, and 
customizing being performed during thc session by thc programmable inshTiclions executing on 

Ihc sci-vcr. 

18. A system comprising a server, said server adapted to execute programmable instructions to 
pcrlonn a computer-implemented method for nmnitorint; a session over thc Internet between a 
user and ihc sci-vcr, said niclhod comprising: 

observing events over the Intcmct that Ihc user participates in during the session, said 
cv..its being related to a plurality of personality type variables pertaining to thc user; and 

recording a spcciHc value of a personality type variable of the pluralily of personality type 
variables for each event of said events in n log that is associated with the specific value of the 
personality type variable, resulting in a set of logs comprising a separate log for each specific 
value of the per.sonalily type variable 

19. The system of claim 1 8, said method further comprising deducing a personality type 
indicator associated with the user, said personality tyiDc indicator comprising a best value of each 
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personality type vmiablc of the pliiralily of personality type variables, said deducing comprising 
dcternumng from each log of the set of logs the best value of caeh personality iyi^c variable. 

20. The system of claini 19, wherein determining the best value of each personality type variable 
comprises cxccLittng a majority vote algorithm for each log whose assoeiatcd personality type 
variable is a binary variable. 

21. The system of claim 19, said method further comprising: 

generating a ;jser record associated with the user, generating comprising inserting the 
determined personality type indicator into the user record; and 
storing the user record outside of the sei-vcr. 

22. The -system of claitn 21, said method further comprising; 

retrieving the user record associated witli the user; and 

customizing a content or style of infomiation adapted to bo presented to the user; said 
customizing uunprising utilixing the personality type indicator that is in the user record. 

23. A method for customi7.ing information presented to a user by monitoring a session over the 
Inlemet between the user and a server, said method comprising: 

observing events over the Internet that the user participates in during the session, said 
events being related to a plurality of personality type variables pertaining to the user; and 

recording a specific value of a personality tyi^c variable of the plnrality of personality type 

09/932,163 21 
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variables for c;.ch event of said events in a log that is associated witli the specific value of the 
personality type variable, rcsultiug in a set of logs coiTiprising a separate log for each specific 
value of the personality type viiriable, 

24. The mclhod of claim 23, said method further comprising deducing a personality type 
imlicator associated with the user, said personality type indicator comprising a best value of each 
personality type variable of the plurality ofpersonality type variables, said deducing comprising 
dcte.Tnining from each log of the set of logs the best value of each personality tyi^c variable. 

25. The method of claim 22, wherein determining the best value of each personality type 
variable comprises executing a majority vote algorithm for each log whose associated personality 
type variable is a binary variable. 

26. The method of claim 22, said method ihrlhcr comprising: 

generating a user record associated wiUn the user, generating comprising inseriing llic 
determined personality type indicator into the user record; and 
storing the user record outside of the server. 

27. The mcUKxl of claim 26, said method fiirthcr contprising: 

rclricving the user record associated with the user; and 

customizing a content or style ofinfonnation adapted to be presented to tlie user; said 
customizing comprising utiU-/.ing the personaUty type indicator that is in the user record. 
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28. Tho method of claim 27, said obstn-ving, recording, deducing, generating, storing, ond 
customizing being performed by piogrammublc instructions executing on the server. 

29. Tlic method of claim 28, said observing, recording, deducing, generating, storing, and 
customi/ing being performed during the session by the programmable inslnictions executing on 
the server. 

30. The method of claim 1, wherein the personality type indicator is a Mycr Briggs Typo 
Indicolor. 

31. 'Htc method ofclEiim 11, wherein the plurality ofpcrsonalitylyi)c variables consist of Mycr 
Briggs Typ** Indictitor variables, 

32. The system of chiim 1 8, wherein the plurality of personality type variables consist of Mycr 
Briggs Type Indicator variables. 

33. 'fhc melliod of claim 23, wherein the plurality of personality type variables con.sist of Mycr 
Briggs Typo Indicator variables. 

34. Tbe method of claim 1 1 . said method further o^mprising after said recording: 

determining whether the session is .sill active; 

if said ilctennininij determines that the session is still active tlien monitoring for the 
09/932,163 23 
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occuri-cnc:^ of evoiits rtifit are iniplicilly relevant to deducing values of the personality type 
vyriabk-s pcitaintng to the user; and 

if Sftid determining determines that the session is not still active then retrieving the logs 
and rccompiiting values for the personality tyiic variables by testing Ihc retrieved logs. 

35. The method of claim 18, said system further compiislng after said recording: 
determining whether the session is sill active; 

if said determining determines that the session is still active then monitoring for the 
occurrence of events that arc implicitly relevant to de<lncing values of the personality type 

variables pcitainingto the user; and 

if said dclcrmining determines that the session is not still active then retrieving the logs 
and recomputing values for the personality type variables by testing the retrieved logs. 

36. The method of claim 23, said method further comprising after said recording: 
determining whether the session is sill active; 

if suid determining determines that the session is still active then monitoring Ibr the 
occiin cnce of events that are implicitly relevant to deducing values of the personality type 
variiibles pertaining to the \jscr; and 

i f said dctcnnining determines that the session is not still active then retrieving the logs 
and recomputing values for the personality type variables by testing the retrieved logs. 
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APPENDIX B - EVIDENCE 

There is no evidence entered by the Examiner and relied upon by Appellant in this appeal. 
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APPENDIX C - REl ATED PKOCEKDINGS 

There arc ao proceedings identified in the "Related Appeals and Interferences" section. 
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